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¢ mast cther women worked in agficulturE; ‘Rural areas prcvided

- agricnltural employment, both in the family and wage sectors. HWomen

" in larger towns and cities were' predominantly fcund in the moflern
ﬂan-agrlcultural sector, Women with the Jeast educaticn tended to

-work in the agricultural sector and thﬂ;é with the:most education
were found in the modern non-agricultural sector, EjghEI ¢ducation
appeared to provide asgirations and credentials that enakled yomen to
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LAB(SR FQR(;E 15 1 Ifm AND 'SQCIOEGDNGMIC DEVELOPMENT: THE -
o . lg‘nili * R S !,_; o
[ <leasE *oF PENINSULAR MALAYSIAJ 1957 - 1970, . SR SR
fi_ The chaﬂging rol 7'f'wamén's_é;aﬁémié aétivitieé.iﬁ déﬁei&ping céunﬁ
:ﬂjf s‘is a tgpig af partieular imparzanee, not anly because wamgn fepre—
L- p

_- .étrﬁE§ufE of the: family v an levels af fémale participatian in the labor

[ l‘ ' f 1 = _;’ P
farca suggest ;gEF muzhfaf the poténtial human ta,éﬂgfa,d'5”7;15 in a !
- e \m ; P2 7. B ‘ e ;‘g“ o : .
.soﬂiat¥ arg restrictad to hauseh 1d epdéavqfsr‘ For both the. objectives

g

i of eriminating dis crimination agaiﬂS€IW’méﬁ ;nxémpggfméﬂt and.éxgandiﬁg
igfﬁfthé paol of human reéources for development, thérégis a géowing séiengifié ;
‘ ,aﬂd pélicy interéstfin the study of sociaéaonamié?deveiopment and womer's
labor farc\;

=t {

fbetween waman s economic roles and, fertility. While the causal strugture

'afticipatian.; of cansiderable iﬁtérest is the felationship

- .of vthis ralatianship is still an unresolved topie, theré ig a basic gonf"
-';SEﬁEusrthat the transiﬁfgﬁ from high to law fertility levels is closely
intartwined %ith thefchanging soaial and éﬁoﬂﬂmiﬂ roleg of women.%

In Spite of thege concerns, there are only a handful of em@irical
studies pf:trénds,in women s labgf foree partic}pation in developing

7

béen the lack of comparable time =ser ihE data in most developing countr;es.

: éguntfiés; The major factor accoun or this dearth of sﬁudias has

1;Moreaver, the diffigultias of accuratély measuring thé often multi-
s h , T

dimensional econami activiﬁiés of women compcund the problems of com-.

pafabillty of ”ii ? nt d urcas.i Whlle the passibility of cross-

L]

atiénal analysis, as a surfcgaté fDE laﬁgitudinal study is instructiva,,

the infere nce Qf segular trends and the relaticnshlps to dev lopmental

LS



Praeeaaés'ﬁgé: élwayégbé?géntégivéi | i
.-Tbis»stué; aﬁil&zésféh;ngeé in labéfffafce paftiéiﬁaiian;af ﬁséen,

--in bﬂth thE ﬂEIiﬂ01turﬂl and nﬂn-ag:icul;ural sectara in. Péninsul;; B

| Halagsia, based “Pﬂn 1957 and 1970 eens;a data;} B§ examining pat tern h

4 » -

S .
: amcng the t”;ee majgr ethnia ccmmuni ie Ehinéa%, aﬂd Indiané,

analisis_nghé o
_i:ichness af the 1970 gensus data, available in a two- percent samplé tape,

‘makes pgssibleza rather-déz il d exa mination of the determinants of *'d
. consgtraints on waﬁeh‘s ngﬁicipgtian'in'the madern segtar;~

LT s

, ? h . . .
‘EEDanic DéVélemEnt aﬂd Femalé L§bor Force Partiﬁipaciun

The canventional hypothésis isf;hat labor force par cipation of

-~ WOmen in:feases during the CDufEE of sacioecanomic develagment. This

4

'i hypashasis is largely informéd by the his mrical experience of some : .

’ ' —
Wéstéfn ﬁauntries over the la&t Géﬂtuf?, thaugh the-upward ‘trend of -
. %

. waman in Ehé labor fﬁrce has nct been linear or even continuous.3 The
expectad relationship nf higher women S iabar farce,participgtion (out=
side the hcme) as a résulﬁ of dEVElemEﬁt is given furthar credence by

the evidenge from crass—sectional studies that cgmpa:e tha more and less
- A B p=A
dévalaped,;aungziés-4 A omewhat diﬁferent fgrmulation is that the trend
dufing ec&néﬁi; aevalapment follows a U—shapéd pattern, wiEH’Wbmen's

§§artiaipaticn ratés first falling and Ehen rising during the latter

/ : .
stag&& Qf/thé dév&lopmgntal prQEESSaE The iﬂitial drop in‘participation T

is duE t?\a décline in.agricultural work, while tha latter rise d&curs

as the méda:n segtcr Expands.‘

Hawevar, detg;led empirical analy of both cross-— tional and

1angi udinal data have nbx fagnd unequlvncal suppart fgr any hypgth sis

;_7
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prehéngiVE camparative Etudy to date,‘

H

..,develgpmggtié In the most e

Durand fiﬁds deESE'SuPPDE ﬁgr the first part of ‘the U=shaped hypothesis;

that women's activity rates deelined in the esrly stages af economic;

;fﬁfﬁelnpment, buﬁ finds no cansistent pattefns among gauntries at medium’
and at higher 1evels of developmgnt.7 : ‘
Thq:e.saem to be many other factgrg that also determine the extent

of wpmen's l§7§r fafée activiﬁies ig any soéiéty, par;i;ularli-thase re-

'laﬁed Eaiﬁhe'ﬁatﬁ:é'of family Drganizaéiaﬁ.and ;ultural %éluésfrégarding‘
. wqﬁaﬁ'sl;alaéi FQ: {nstaBCE, the, sacio—;ultural cnﬂtext of the family
and women's roles in Latin America and the Hiddle East appear to be
almogf palaf opposites, and this iE'ﬂlEO'fEfl&EtEd in their levels of
women's labor force activities, "in spite of cﬂmparable 1&\1215 of economic

; davelopm&nt.a ‘Yet other than providing pagt—hog explanations for em-
pirigal difféfences, the cultural hypothesils does not 12&& to greater
under anding of socletal difféfengésj for ;hézbasic questiaﬁ‘@f the

determinants of aultural ofiéntatians as, well as their inter-relationships

to socloeconomic change are unresolved.

Tn this analysis,iwe observe the changing levels of women's labor
force activities in Peninsular Malaysia énd their variance between ethnic
commﬁnitieé. “ The diﬁferenaes'bétwaeu éEhnicrgroups only seem Partiélly
die ég differgntial éppoftgﬂitiéé for work, yet wé-remain skeptical

about yeultural orientations as the major explanation of ethnic differences

in the economic roles of women.

Peninsular Malaysia: Sacigggpgpgi; Development and Ethnic Composition

fMalaysié, one of the new states of Southeast Asia, was formed in

1963 by the federation of the independent natiom of Malaya with the




;’Britishchaniés'of Singépére, Sabah.'an&'Satgwskr the laét Ewé being-
ststes on thé island of Borneo, about 400 milles from the Malaysian Penin-
sula. Afﬂar a palitic l pute, Siﬁgapore left Maiaysia in 1965 ‘and |

t
L beaame a aparate nation. Malaya, now known ‘as Peninsular Malayaia, had

, a populaqian of 8 8 million in 1970, Which was abaut B4 peraent of the
9 . 2

t@tal ppﬁulaticn af Mala sla.

0V§f~§§3;§ﬂ$tﬁ3f era, especially since Indepéndence in 1957. With the!exﬁ

ceptionjof thé.EiEYESEaEES, of Hoag Kong and Siﬁgapare, Talwan, and the

leaddng producer of nétural rubber and tin ore, but also on a concerted.

efé "in re EEﬂt dacades to diversify the economic base into other areas,

: .
gﬁgﬂﬁmen in two ways, ﬂiréril' by affectiﬂg the demand far labOf, both

infﬁumber and composition, and indirectly by abetting the general forces

ﬁ’ s‘ifg'-
Ef ?édernlzatign. This later influence ﬁay work by making it more ac- \

ééﬁtable for yaung women ta seek wage employment.‘ To prov;dé some concrete
évidance on these zhange%\in the eecnamic structura, Table 1 shows the
grawth and shift in economic production of Peninsular Malaysia from 1960

i

Table 1 About Here : S N

— ¥

‘to 1970 (measured by gross domestic product, GDP, at factor cost). The «
' e

Malaysian economy grew by two-thirds over this ten¥yéaf‘perigd, implying




. - a . g B i E . : . ) . . . .
an average annual grnwth rate f over filve percent. This above average S

rfegnnaﬁic gréwth was ac;ampanied by a subgtantial amgunt of se:tnral re-

R}
fdistribuﬁian_ Manufagturing was the m@st dynsmic sectcr; almost doubling ~

in Eige, while agficulturé grew at a much slower rate and deﬁlined pro=

pnrtionately fram 4l to 29 paréent of GDP. f ‘LE chsngés in. écﬁnomic

: produztion are not Exactiy paralleléd by chénges in the demaﬁd far labar,

‘3

'espé;ially with much of the industfialization in Peninsular Malaysia, as

in ather third world Eauntries, being of a capital intensive nature. None=-
3

5 =

jﬁhéless,'ﬁhere have been pfapartianal shifts in the sectafgl distribﬂticu

. -af labaf fram th rimary to the secondary and tertiary sectors. In the

ﬁsubsequent analysis, wé will measure the changing emplgyment of wamen in
R

agricultural aﬁd non-agricultural act ivizié' during this pEriQd when the

>EE§nﬂmY has Experiénggd both gfawth and strugtural change. .

Eeninsular Malaysia is a plural saeiéty, par excellente, with slightly

over half the pgpulatian goﬁsisting of Malaya, ganerally con i, red the K

&

: iﬂdigEﬁcus pcpulatian, while over a third of the papulatian isfChinese,

and more thanétan pefcen; is Indian. These ethnic divisions are ﬁbé major

L.categaries of a’census classificatlan of "communities" which is reported

subjective;y by féspéndents and baséd uponﬁa combination of national
origin, language, religion, and cultural criteria. While the Malaysian

péningila'hss histofically had a héEe:ggenéous population as a result of

E]

. o Ty .
* her géggraphical pcsitian along majgr i, trading routes, the plural
soclety Df Egday is largely due to the substaﬂtial numbers of immig:ation

from China and India from téé middle Df the 19th gentufy thtough the"/ .
=
aarly decades Df zhe 20th. Attratted by the Qppcr itlES for wage labgf)

-
in the grcwing rubber and tin industries of the tolonial econbmy, most

=
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Lo e

immigrants planned on éﬁly temporary residence, but a gdubstantial number

settled and became permanent residents. Since immigration has beéﬁ'rés%

stricted sifce World War II, the overwhelming majority of ethnic Ghinesé .
B .' N I LN T e R : . A!

“and Indians are second generation or-longer residents of Malaysia.

Among the ethnic communities there are substantial cultural and

socioeconomic divisions that have narrowed only slightly over the yéafg_;g

*

To illustrate some of the basic demographic and sozioéégnamic différences,

Table 2 presents some basic characteristics from the 1970 Census of

- . . . . i . -

Table 2 About Hereb

Papulatiﬂn and other national &at; sources. iIﬁ gengral, Chinese are more
%;kely to live in urban a:eas!and to have -a more diversified occupational

structure than the Malay population. 7Dnly‘about»cpé§férth of the Chinese
y men work in the agriculﬁﬁral sector, EPilé almgéﬁggwg—thiids of Malay men
do. On mastichafagﬁariséics, but notvall, Indians are i;termediatéjgg-“

- tween the éhin%se_and Malay'pépulatiansg Oﬁe impgrtaﬂt'differeﬂéé in ﬁhé'b

rural-agricultural sector between the ethnic communities needs to be noted.

Most Malay agriculturalists are peasant farmers (some as tenants) living

L , : ) . o ) 9
Indian agricultural workers are wage laborers on large agricultural

. , v -
(rubber, oil palm,” etc.) estates.
. CeTTTT . . L : ot ‘ '
According to the simple economic development hypothesis, one would
S S T L : _ e
expect Chinese woben; as the most urbanized, to have the highest labor

force patticipaéiou rates, and the Malays the lowest. But our findings

~reveal a complicated picutre of trends and differentials, that can only



b fpaftial;y be explained by the standérd':hééfeticsl gﬁpaétatiaﬁs;

‘1Past Research ‘on_ Wame 5 Labar FLtte Activity in P ninsular Mslaysia

. Pfiﬁrkreseafch on the labor force activities Df waman in Malaysia E?
baen g:éatly 11' d by the availability of data. Thag1957 Gensus was,
- the first to publigh dgta on activity rates by agé-graup, ‘which is almast
- a p:é*;&quiéiﬁé“f@f'éﬁ?”&étailed analysis of labor force patterns. Iﬁ!»
Eﬁe most cémprehsnsiée stgdy based. on the 1957 Census (with some éémparif!
sons with the 19-&7»52:;:5»@ and they 19_5? Sur\réy r;fi Emplayment) Gavin :gaﬁésj g
rgexagingd vgriagicns inV%amen's partiéi?éﬁian_tatés bétﬁeeﬁ the Ehféé‘ ,
: ;gthnig aéﬁﬁunities, using states (théé;aare‘e}év2n>étaﬁés)vés a.gurfdgate.,v
AﬁéaSurgvfcf_ufban?rural diff;réngasi 4 R T o
“ - :

i

Jones noted éigﬂificant'vagia ions_ iﬂﬁtﬁé labor fqrﬁe paft;cipati;ﬂv
rates among the three majéf'ethn%é éommunitigs that cowld not siﬁplyvbé
Vexpiainéﬁ by difféféﬂtial?fufalﬁufbéﬂlTESidagﬂE; The highésﬁ aetivitjg
IESFEE were among india£ women, pe%hapé explaingd by thé high progéftiﬂn

" of the Indian population living on agricultural EStaEéé>that 3ffér wage
Emplayment apport;nities to women. There appears to have beén a mgderate
decline in the Indian partizipatian rate from lgﬁj to 1957’ although it:
gcill remained above the M§lay and Chinese level% in 1957. J%nes suggests
ﬁha' this decline was dgé'ca,gradual grbanization éﬁcﬁgvthe Indién pépﬁia%
-ﬁian. The overall participation rates of Chinésa and Malay were fairly
close, but Eha:a’wafeﬁquite different age;patgéﬁns and rural-urbaa dif-
ferences. Chinese women have an age profile of labor force agtivityvghat

typieal of igdu$trial caéﬂtries, with peaks afgund agérzD and 50, gut

: . - - i
{ trough during the childbearing years. The activity rites of Chinese

women did not seem to vary systematically between states in terms of

o

rural-urban composition or levels of agricultural activity. The economic

o 7 S 9

15
J
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fgl&,éf Malay*hﬁﬁén seemed closely tied to agricultqi&,‘with p%EFiciﬁatiﬁn i

-ratEs highész'in thé rural states. Jones speculdted that female partici-
patinn raﬁes woul décrease:in’thé coming years as the population became
"mare ufbgg ize d althaugh the rates of young women might rise asfzrban em-

ployment opportunities 1ngréaséi : ' _ .

The only chéf majnr analysis of women 8 labnr farc& participation_

15 who analyzad censuS'dafa fram 1921 to

=

in*Mglaysia was by ﬁauica Fong,
1957. -She méasured différéntial trends /in thE‘OVEfali female activity
raté by Ethnig cnmmunity ‘and state, aggtcnrrélated aggregate agtivity

 rates with- other déi@graphic aharacteristiﬂs at thE(gtatE la;el Erfong
]f'concluded that thére has been a general decline in . the women's labor
x ,
:: force activity rates fgr each etﬁnic cammunity fram 1921 to 1957 in both
~ the agr¥;u1tﬁral and naniagr;gultural sectors, although Ehé Chinese
”activitj fatés turned upward slightly from 1947 to 1957. However, 13;;
régf age—spécific,laﬁgr §c§cesﬂatavgfia;.§g lSS?%%and the pfablems of com-
parability ?f ﬁgasure;eht between,Mélagsiéﬁ'cenéuses madg s;; interpre-

tation @f trend s@méwhat ‘tentative.

The sEudiea af Jonas “and Fong iﬁ’d support to Durand's generali— ’ Ve

~
E;Elaﬂ of declining female labor force part_gipation in the early stages

of e onomic development -- prior to l957 in Eeninsula; Malaysia @with the g

o~

small rise émong_chinase,wgmen from 1947 to 1957, ’uPPOfﬁlng the segcnd

5
% half §f‘%he U-shaped empirical expeetatipm) B fore appraising the post a

¢ 1957 changes, it is necessary to review theAavailabla data sogr;es,’

namely h& 1957 and 1970 Censuses. - . ’ 1

Malaysian Census Data and Labor Force Measur es
0 . a

Our trend analysis is based upon the 13-year period from the 1957

- Census to the 1970 Census; inasmuch as Malaya received formal independence

B

’ A - .
: 10 .




in 1957, the iﬁEEfEénSEl périod;élsg repfesgnté the first 13 _years of

éIn&Ependéniei, Qur use of the 1957 data is limited by the detail of the ‘
. v 5

tabulationg in puhlishaﬂ census repn:ts,iﬁ while more flexibility is o Q
fpasaible with the .02 randcm sample of the- 1970 Génsus,lj-a all able on -
4

magnetic tape. Thé_aDZ file sample of the 1970 Census is dnly gﬁailable

_ f ? o l ar Mala ia, hich is valent to the old:Federation of

H

Malaya in th 1957 Censua;- Evaluations of tHe céve:age of both'aensuses,

provide Epﬂfidéﬂcé that the en umaraticns were quite. camprEhEnsive, and - -

- probably much above the average quality and cgmpleteﬁess of census data
//_. from other developing ;ountriés;¥5
The measuiement of the labor farge coneept ié.always pfoﬂlégatic;

eapécially for women in rural areas of develnping countries. The rolés

- of hcmemaker and unpaid family worker in agriculture are diffigult to

- © dis inguigh and labor fgrce measures may vary Eénsiderably dapendiﬂg on-

i

»the exact questian wording in the census or survey. This is part;;ularly‘

a prgblem §P assé'siﬁg temporal change with two or more censuses or sur-

veys. There were differences in the labor force measures in the 1957 and

B

1970 Censuses that may bias the measurement of change. The 1957 Census

~ used a mddified labor force méasuxi with an activity reference period of
the last year. The labor force consisted of "all persons who had been

géinfully oeccupied for at least four months out of the preceding twelve

. o _ » | ‘
months, part;time workers who averagéd at least three hours a day...and

pErSDnS who have been in employment for less 'han four of the preceding .

twe lve, mﬁnths, but who have been aEElVEly looking: for woégl_g: at least

six Df the ;welve ‘months .’ nl3 It seems that the obv1ou5 intent of the

one-year reference period was to av@id the problem of seasn%éiity, a &
pé?éigﬁiaf problem for work in the agfiﬁultufal sector. The 1957 (Jensus ’

| ¥
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- -

- was taken iﬂ June, usually aﬁipff-seasan in rice cultivatian — g majcr

20

*

,,,,, ngtgd that the fEEElE-paftiEi*

r activity ‘of many Malay farmers. ‘Jones
pation rates bEEEd upon the 957 Census seem&d too low in compariéan with
Ehg lSEZ’EmplgymEnt Sur?ey! Perhsps,vsome wamgn in. agf 1tufe did ﬁéﬁ-

work the necessary four months to be classifiad as EmPlOYEd,-Of may . ‘have K

'“classified in terms of current activity rather than the

[

i

/ . . e

Séne—yeaf fbfarenge period. B
9 . '

The 1970 Census used a standard 1abor force measufé, based upon '

United Natioﬁ 5 regommendations that alas ified all pEfsoﬂs warking or o
looking for wark during thé pre;eding week as in the 1abor fgrce. Uﬁpaid
, faqiiy workers who worked three hours or mgfé per day are includad as in

the labor force.  The 1970 Census was téken in late August, which 1s an’
N ‘ . = .

=

. L _ ) o ; ) . - '
v active season in rice cultivation. The measurement differences between
the 1957 and 1970 Census labor force glassificatinns have probably affected '

t:omparabilityP but do not, in our ag}nian, make it impossible.g The majar

) - problem sgems to be an undereatimate ‘of women workiug as unpaid family . '

K

WOrkEfS iﬂ agri;ulture in 1957 As we gbserve trends in the subEEQuant

analysis, we will be sensitive to this measurement problem. | .
. = N ) fx" .

‘Gvera;;flugﬁd in Labgr _Force Participation

1

Figure 1 shows the age paﬁﬁérns Ef ‘women's labor force ,érticipétign

rates in 1957 and 1970. The avarail partigipatian rate of wamen, age ‘15

\I‘l‘

o 64, rose from 31 pe cent 1n 1957 to 37 petcent in 1970. Figure 1

shows that. most of this increase accurred among yaunggt WOmén, espé&ially .

amohg those in their twenties and early thirﬁiés,;'Amqng otder women, - 7

Bff there was little sign of change. The rise in participation rates of o
) ) o , | o . .
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ycun wamen is cmngrueq; with the Eﬁggctation of: increased patticlpaa-

A

ﬁion with ezanami; deﬁelcpm nt, bui Ehe flat age profile is typical of
. . * n . N
’ (;* less iﬂdustrialized area:- An axaminatipn of ethnic gré$p patterns re-= .
T ri' Fl i, N

:veals that Figu:e 1-1is an avetagei of. quite divergeni patterns and trends. '

Figuré 2 shows parﬁicipatian razes fof the - same two time points,
L - l957vand 1979 fﬁ?'the ;é%ee ;ajnz!éthﬁic é%mmunitieéiségarataly, Mala?s,
e ST T -
1gwch?ﬂesg,fand Ind%%gs;_ Thesa_graphg s@éw a veé? iha" drop in participa-.
:;%ian rates fo:Indiaﬁ;gaﬁeﬁ:gﬁ%éll ages, *and a Sgbst;ntfﬁéﬁiisé in rates -

s ow B v

%

Figure 2 About Here

-*

- for Mglay women at all ages. For Chinese women, there were rises below age
Hasay - 8- ; : g

40, 'but’dezlines above that age. Algﬁaughxthare was some CGEVEEEEBCE

s

4f , .
(Malay,§37z; Chinese, 372; Indians 362) améné\thé thréé:ethnic

Y .

21 ate

"\U:I\

cammuﬂigies, major dlfferences remain in agé specific pazterﬂs and in

= . 3 . . . -y

trends. N

The increases among young Malay and Chinese women are intérpretable

ety * -sg 7 2 . 7 ) ‘*3 . ]
.as a response to the significant socioceconomic development during this

period. As uew ampla?ment appgrtunitias occur in a gfcwing ezénamy, it-

o

eems mo sk likely that young women will respond by joining the labor.

L]

[

-féfgé in greater proportion than did their older sisters and mothers.
- :, \ .

,Nai only ar%‘ygﬁnger women mgta-liké;§ to have higher educational quali-

ficaziansg but they also may be less encumbered with Eamily fEapDﬂalbill—

-ties Ehaéhconflict %}Eh outside the home emplmymént 21 But the rise in
: 3 oy i ‘
: labory force participation rates among Dlder Malay women Sseems less ex-

plicable. We,suspect these -apparent changes may reflect measurement
'XQL . ™
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“differences 1in ‘the Ewo;eensuses, most -likely -an underestimate of ‘women - -

* : . -

Ihe decline af labor force parﬁicipatiai EEEES amcng Iﬂﬂ;an women_ : vg;

"Wall ages reveals quitg diﬁfer nt social forces at wqu. The very

high activity rates of Indian women in 1957 wére due to the concentration.

of the In iaﬁ community on rubber plantations and other large aéricul?
tural ehtates, where jobs as rubber-tappers 4ind laborers were available

-+ &

for women as well as men. But by'J97é, this economic base’ for emp loy-

ment appears to have been cut dramatically. The overall participéti@n

rate was reduced by a third and the declines are gvident at all ages.

s e

"Other evidence also suggests that loss of employment on agricultural

*

,. -estatés wéﬁjﬁhé major factor behind Ehis sharp drop in Indian female -

r

labor fgrce particlpation.; The Seagnd Malaysia Elaﬂ notes that the

22
gstgte labor force was zaducgd by one-fifth from 1962 to 1967,

A Another sign of depressed economic circumstances among the Indian com-
mmity is the sizeable number of Indian emigrants from Peninéular
; . ‘o_ 23 )
Malaysia from 1957 to 1970.
\ ‘ These chaﬂgeséiﬁ‘labgt farce participation rates can be more clearly

understood Ey decomposing changes in employment into agricultural and

non-agricultural sybdivisions. ’ - S Ny
¥ | N "
o Y : &
Trends in Agrigp;gpfal and NonaAgrlculEural Emplayment
% . . ¢
The theoretical gxpectatians abaut the relationship between E?Fig=
. » ' ) 4
economic development and women's labor force participation dre usd%lly
interpreted in terms of the type of émpLQyméﬂcif_F@r instance, . the
, o : ]
. b .
U-shaped curve is based on the éxpa ation that Eﬁrticipstign rates first
decline as agricultural employment decreases, bt subsequéntly rise, =
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as the modern ngnéagricultural sectod expands. Table 3 ShOWS{;Q?'pEQE

porticng of womern emplaya& in tha agrlcultural and —’gricﬁltgfél
" -sqetor for each ethnic Efmmunity for 1957 and 1970. The lower panel
s C Table 3 About Here e
R ' - : ; |

in ;éble 3 summarizeg the %957%197D employmé%t ch;nges wfth,pEféégiégai"

£ ' |

péint differences bdtween the two censuses, parataig by ethnic com- f !
= : $ T ‘ b E
munity, sector, and age roup. : ) : e
- i : / ;ﬁ T

A -
Table~3 differs frg Figures 1 and 2 in, .that .the variable is the . 3%

pfopoftion émployedyfnct labor forde partic patlongg ‘Women that were -“i:T?j

o

reported to. be employed but whose industry status was umknown were ex-

"‘cluded from the denominator 5f all women in the calgulatioﬂ of the pro- ;
portions employed in aéfi;uitural and nénﬁagricuiturai sectors., This haé;a,u

the efféct“af distributing those with an unknown §é§tar in the same pro- .=~

portions (agriﬂultural and non- agrigulﬁural) as those with a Enown sacto

¥ . =

In 1957,  almost half Df In d ian women were employed in Ehe agriﬂultur§;

sector, reflecting the fact that almost all women’ living on rubbef w8
- P , = T

i - B ) -
plantations were engaged in wage ldbor. Lesser fraction#£ of Malay and )
Chinese women were Wérkiﬁg in agri:ﬁlgufé;“ﬂné quartér, of Malay women 7 ¢

s, - - / I
' : - te ! ) .
fvaggilS%SA and 17 percent of Chinese women im the gsame age range. In the. -~ |~

&
I

non-— agricultural SEEtEf, very few Malay and Indian women were em@layad

o5

(3 percent and 5 ;ércent, fespegtively), while only a slighcly 1arger
pr;portian of Chinese women (12 percent) vere at work in this sector
By l97D,jcansiderable;aﬁéngés‘héﬁ Dccuffédwfﬂr all three ethnic
communities. The overall pfcp§ tion in ag:iculﬁufal employment remained
,about the same among=Malay women, but there weré degliné%;iﬂ tﬁe younger
ages counterbalanced with 1ncreases among older women. The propurtion of

oo o 3 .
e SF .o " “ ' o



Chinege women in agficulture decliﬁéd moﬁastly, while ;he Indlan praportionf

dropped by almgst half.  There were marked increases in nofi=agricultural:
femplayméqt‘amagg all ethnic communities, especially for young womeén in

;héir twenties.

= N : A

These data suggest the’ strugtural mechanisms thaF underlle the

e chéngeg in women s economia roles during the per;od,f:cm lQS? EQ 197D

L3

f

ltural to nen—agr;culgural emplcyment fﬂr yolmg women. - This sgcular

trend to be expegted from the U—shaped zufve hypothésis, is avident for

EA

all eﬁhnla cammunities, though the magﬂitude of changé varies gonsiderably.
The pattern is*stronge%% faf Chinese women, whose lead might be duEitgfir iﬁg

'greaiar urbanization and access. to moﬂern secﬁor emplgymaﬂt About a %ﬁ}

EQQ;-

third of Chinese wamen in their aarlier twenties wefe emplgyed in non- -

%

agricultural em&lpjment in 1970 -- double their 1957 pércentage.

A couple ﬁg‘other finding% in Table 3 dégetve samgffutthgf comment.

i Fat = i

The rise i?gégfiéultural-employment aﬁong older Malay women, we believe

to bé an artifagt;af measurement différencaslin the EwoAceﬁsusés, namely
) . I

an underestimate of unpaid family workers in 1957. There seems to be

-ng;Sogial or economic change during this period that would have led to

more womeh working in the peasant agricultural sector, if anything, the

opposite might be expected.
p ‘ ) f
The large %educzian in agriculﬁural‘emplayment among Indian women,

héwever; is pfabably an accurate assessment, with wage aﬁployment pye-
senting fewer problems of measuremantr:amparability The wholesdle T

elimination of jobs on agricultural estates during the 19695 MUt have

#
had a devastating ‘effect on many Indian families. Thé attrition of
. L .

\) | = 4 , T - 1 E; , R (38




of jébs iﬁ zgmmércialjagriéuitufal was éxperién:ed by young women
entéri:;g adult‘lfifé, but also amnﬁg middlg age wbmen, who presumably
' !hav,d‘ many yea.rs’ of .job re;per'iefnce; . : |
‘Aln spite,éf a cb%ﬂbn patter%’@f ingfeasedléa:ticipation in-non-

agricultural employment among young women-~ in all ethnic communities,

there remains widE’ethnié differences in le 1s and in the pace of change.

Only 10 pertent of young Malay and Indian women had modern (non—ag:icul—

. tural) employment in 1970, far 1GWEf than Ehe Ch1n§§e flgures; Héw aré>

these differenges to be explained? Do Chinase women h \ve greater acce

and Qppoztunitigs for work in "the growing sectors of the economy ‘or do
Chinese women, feépcnd diffe:entially to amploymant opportunities. Such

a question cannot be addressed in a Erend analysis bacausa of the lack

of datailed ﬁabulath&s from Qhe published 1957 Census IEPB . But

w1th ﬁhe 1970 gamp le ce%fﬁs daﬁa,!it is passible tg investigate the re-~ &
r lationship becween’varinus social, economic, and demcgzaphi; characteristics

s .
= L
=y

" ’ L . -
and women's economic activities in. a cross-sectional analysis. Such
patterns may reflect some of the social changes underway aicng women's

‘wotk -in Hélaygia‘(;*‘;j-‘wi* IR : {gﬁg; ML

Sq;}q} Characteristics of Women and Type of Employmeg;,;nu;97ﬁ

With the .02 sample data file from the 1970 Census it .is possible to
examine the cross-sectional relationship between a éariety of social

and economic chafagﬁeristics of women and their liklihood of being em-

S
=5

ployed or in the labor force. Thegerfelatianships may’ have changed ovéer

‘the years, but a snapshot pictufe (cross—-se ectional analysis) of the
g,@datefminanES'af workforce behavior should indicate some of the most
salient factors in the process of change.
‘ o TSI
SR
: /
b 17 . "
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L -icj “r E
n' this analysis, we consider a more detailed classification of ..
c ’ . ] 4 ’ /

of employment among women and four independent variables, ‘Ethnic

'Tuniiy,lEducatiDna; Atfainmen&, Size of Place of Residence and
T : ‘ _

l/onlyﬁéxaminé bivariate associations between the dependent variable and *

/7 gach of -the independent variables. In the following section of the
paper, we 'measure both the gross (bivdriate) “and net (holding other

- effects constant) effects of these independent variables on one type
= . - H : .

of employment activity among women.

*

) ¢

- The Qlassificgtién of women's employment used here, consists of
’ ' . v 1;"";15 o B : ‘-:.
four categories that .first divides the proportdon.employed into Agricul-

ture and Non-Agriculture, and then divides both of these components into
Traditional and Modern sectors. The Traditional-Modemn distiﬂg;ign is

., based on the census variable Empléyment Statusgwhizh is typically
. . ¥

| Qlassifiadé Employer, Own Account Worker, Employee, and Unpaild ﬁamily
%érker! ‘We cléssify gépl@jer ;nd Employee '‘as Modern and Own Account
Worker and Un?aidszéi;ébWUrkEf aS'Traéitiqpali bTraditicnal‘includES

n ,jﬁhe ﬁEQEquld, ei§£3f wb:ﬁing:%a; one"s self with

' 2 A—:‘: . L * h
those ¥mployed wit

no employees, or as unpaid family assistant. The Modern seétor includes

&

those who work for wages for someone else or else those who hire others

to work for wages (there are very few employers in the sample). Tradi-
: . _ B ;
tional Agriculture includes the %easant farming community, while Modern

. Agriculture-is predbminately the large agricultural §lan§aticns,ialthough

some Smail_fafmers may- have employees. The .Traditional Non-Agricultural

[

2
ector contains the one~family businesses and pgtty traders and perhaps

or service workers. Modern Non~-Agricultural

L
]

some iﬁdependaﬁt producer

4

-,

-
5



‘ .. b
W ‘ oo -17-

consists of all those who work for wages or employ others in<§0mmerceg

= &

£

manufacturing, services, construction or other industries. This cate-

gory trepresents the expanding sector of employment as the urban economy

develops. It seems unlikely that the factors that '"cause" women to work
will be the same for dﬁfi:;ent types of employment. -
Ethnic community contains the three major gtoupé of Malays, Chinese,

}inéiaﬂsj‘pius a -residual group of Others- (less than one ﬁercent of the -

population of-all women —— see the marginal pr@pdftions in' the last

r
i

colum of Table 4).
Eduzatignéliattainment is measured by the formal s:ho;ling completed.

The first three categories are None, Primary (1-6 yedrs of school), and

Eo%éf Secondary (7=9 years). Thé final category, LCE or :‘Above, refers

to those who héve successfully passed a national exam, The Lqwer Certia

v_f;cate of Eduaaticn, which is given at the end of nine years of schooling.

b
Those who pass are eligible to go onto middle secondary schooling: The

LCE credential is ‘also important for employment in the lower rungs of
~government employment, including teaching. Less than ten percent of

women, age 15-64, have passed the LCE (see Table 4), in fact, more than
four of ten women have no schooling whatsoever. Our expectation is that

education will increase both aspirations and quglifitagﬁgns for em?léye
o s

ment in the Mcderﬁ\sectar!

Size of P;aée Qf;Residénze is a four-fold classificétian of the
Erbani%uEal contimuum: I?,f 1ges from thé largest cities cf 75,000 or
XIEO%E to the 5mél1§§t EDWﬂ;‘aﬂ& rural vil;ages of less than 1,000 popula-

) ] } ‘.
< tion. Almost ED pE rcent of women live in this lést, pfedamingtaly rural

"category. égésidencé mayféhgpe women's work behavior in two Wayé first

I
wE s T
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by'pfovihg-acégss=ﬁo jobs of certain types. Péasant agriculture is
“prébéﬁly the cnly'passible opportunity for most women in rural environ-
éénﬁs, while larger towns and cities offer a ;Qré divé?se setting of
fémﬁlgyment oppgrﬁunitiesi Addiﬁ;onally, inhlarggf towns women méy A
bé.ffeed from traditional customs that ggnfine them tcgthe houséhcld ;;;-
Héusehold owned farms or enterprises.

'Our -last independent variable is a cﬁﬁbinatioﬂfgf marital and -
fémi;y status. Woméﬁ are first divided into three marigal statuses, -
never married, maffied, and formerly iarfied (widcwed, divgréed, and

. separated). Then maéried women are sub-divided into those who have

_ children and those who do not.. This was donme on the basis of a fer-

tility question, and does not necessarily mean that dependent ghild:én

dre present in the household. Our axpactaticn»is_that single women

and married women without children have feﬁEr=;§mily §bligation553nd’
* thus may be more inclined to seek employment. Fgfmér1§ married waménp

because of economic need, may be somewhat likély to be gMployed than

married women.

The assoeciations between ;hese;four indepand2'£ variables and type
of employment are shown in Table 4. The sample is confined to women,

A

" Table 4 About Here . ¢

4

r . T - e LT
N

age 15-64. “More detalled tables by age group gqpérélly reflect the pat-

hl . ' ! =

. tems found'in these data. The first column contains the percentage of

all women,, age 15-64, who are employed, accardi@g to the conventienal

laboy force critefiai-xThe next four colums show Sube&ivisions of the

4
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e

percentage employed, bésed upon’ the type of work classification: (Tradi-
,Qnal Agriculture, Modern Agriculture, Traditlonal Non—Agriculturé,
"Modern Non—Agri;&Ztufe) The last columm §Eows the marginal frequenclas
of the dependent variables among all WOEEH, age 15-64,

. About one thi?d of women in each of thrée major éthnie comménities
are amployed bat Ehay have rather-distimctive patterns- of ;ype of work.
The méjgrity af emplgjed Malay women wark in Traditional Agri;ulture,
reflegting the. household basis -of peasagt agrigulture Similaély, m9§t

employed Indian women work in the Modemn Agricultural%sector as wage

earners on plantations. Chinese women have a more diversified emp loy- ™

. ]
ment structure, but.almost half are in .the Modern NangAgricultural

sector. The very small Others cgmmunity is compésed of Sa;many diverse
groups (Thals, Eurasians, Europeans) that it is almost impossible to 1&

make any méahingf&l ;Ezerprazazians.
7 E&uzaﬁianal attainment h;; opposite effects on employment in the
different sectors. chén with the least educétianlare most likely to
wcfﬁfin the ag:icultufal seg;gfg But among:wOmen‘wh@¥hav3 i%téndedf
lower seconda £§ schooling, and egygéié 1y éﬁgse with an LCE or above, ®
. employment 13;;g iculture is ver;‘rare VAMGSt women who are emplcyed
wichBEhese ;;allfi;atlgns are found in Eﬁe Modern NonaAgriculEural sec-

EDI/; . | 7 F LA ) 5 ' v .

,A/similar pattern is found for Size of Pgice'hf'RasidenQe and typeé’

of £mployment. Women in larger' towns and citlies are predaminaggly *

1mpgssible to sort out the two potential effeets of urbanization, dif-
v e 7 A
= - R ;.-‘ B

DO
e ini,
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e ’ ' (‘v}
ferential opportunity structure and the normative mileau with the present
data. /

= o

Harital}Family Sﬁétug is a measure of life cyecle statu Iand is
closely related éé the age cfggké woman. Single women are yéung; and
most formerly married women are middle-aged or aldéra .Ihusi ;uf va:iablg

E w£iah is designed to tap family obligations -- a dé%;nd“that ca%?etes
wigh outside the home employment -- is clasely‘}ntertwingd withithe
_gfféggé af”éga=snd highly correlated vgriables, such as education. But the °
results are iﬂ.é?eléxp8§téd diraliian,»alﬁhgugg the éifferénces are very
smalii Single wamén, and marriediwomen without childr#igare slightly

more likely to be emplayed than married women with children. “Ahd formerly

g married women are a bit more llkely to be empLayed thaﬂ married waﬁanL
IQVEEfmS of type_éf work, single women are generally found in the Moden

Non-Agricultural sector, while most other wamen'waik'ighaggiculturei'

a

The f//inJiable 4 allow for several general. observations. First,

the major de fminaﬁts of women SﬁEéftiEiﬁﬁtiéﬁﬂin th,iwcrld of %drk are
4 e
different often in the Gpp@51te direztinn, fcr different sectg:s af the

e:gngmyg The secular forces of urbanlsation,-hlgher educaﬁlon, and later

\CL- B

age at marriage are associated with madgrn non-agricultural emplcyment,

E ;—-44:-'

while agriculcural amplayment is asaael tad with the Dpposlte criteria,

low Educapicg, fural areas, an being marfiedg' Ihe traditional non-agri-
I ¢ gsf.- = ) =

cultural sector ggem$ to have® Jittle assoclatién with the background

L

points to the differential causes of womed's labor force activity. B

=
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. proportions or to measure it's asseciacign with independent variablas,.

it seems more realis E to Sepatately examine the trend and determlnsnts

of the different types of work in a developing economy. In the next -
-section, we consider both the bivariate and multivsfiaée effects of these

independent variables on a pafgicular type of labor force behavior --
employment in the modern nén—agriculturéifsector,

[ - T

%

'ﬁultivggig;eAgng;ysiéwaf'Sﬂgial Characteristics of Women on Employment

;ﬁé;hgjﬂbdetﬁ7Nogfggficultﬁfalgﬁegtgg

We chogse to ezamine the determinants of work in the modern non-

agricultural sector (hereafter, modern®sector) because it represents the
. ' , 7 o
‘growth pole of a devel@ ping economy. If'women's labor force participa-

[

tion is to-grow, it will be ‘in this direction as the economy shifts from

aggiculture EE industry and services and from family enterprises to

\

Qur DbjEEtiVE is two-fold in the subsequent analysis, \EQ fizst examine

the effects of education, urbanization, and marital/family status on modern

=

segtarAEmplayﬁent; contrnllinggfor the other variables, and secondly to
o ,

. : , @ -
"compare ethnic variations in modern sector employment, holding constant

o
=
&

the effegﬁs of these other structural variables. Table 5 shows the

‘results of this analysis, with the gross and net effécts-of Educational

Attainment, Size of. P; ce”of Residence, and Marital/Family Status on the
¢ - # ) . %
percentage of women employed in the modern segzari{@%ha statistlcal

.technique used is multiple clagsificatian analysis, a form of multlple

xregressign ghat a)lows EQE'E&EEgofiEal independent variables. The uni-

verse of women in Table 5 consists of all women, age 15-64, who are not

4

cﬁirentLy enrolled in school (past enrolled). The exclusion of those

[y}



curreétly enrolled in school makes Po ssible a more accurate picture of

~ '

the-effect of higher education on emplayment (it alsé fénde;s comparisdhs

with Table 4 very difficultf because it included all women, age 15-64).

N
The colums headed "gross" effegts, show the bivariaﬁe associatians,

. - \.x
while "net" effect, shows the perthiDﬁ of women employed in the modern
sector, holding constant the effects of the other independent variables.

Table 5 Abaut 'ere K\k{

=

£

4 . #
_ By excluding the currently enrolled, the effect of education on
é’z“. - N
modern sector empdloyment is even stronger than it appeared in Table 4.
7 ' :
- Over half of all women with an LCE credential work in the modern sector,
&

whlle only five percent of woémen’ with no education do. Céntrollingrfaf

N

residence and marital/family status, the effect of education on modern
sector employment 1is oni§ modestly attenuated., Clearly higher education
provides aspirations and credentials that:enable women to find modern

sector employment that is laréely independent of access to jobs (resi-

dence) or family obligatiansi '
. Eal
SR The samé general pattern is evident for Malay, ChlnESE, and fndiagix%

=& :
women. :Chi&gse women are mare likely to be employed in the modern sector

‘;

“at all levels of education, but the effect of education (measured by
percentage point ‘differences, or the eta and beta coefficients) is about
the same. Does the remaining ethniec differential, within education

levels, mean that Chinese women are more likely to respond to employment

opportunities than Malay and Indian women (whose figures are about the
same)? It may, although one might question whether all structural

'
[y




variables, .especially access. to jobs, have been equally gsntrglle&.acrass
L ) -

éthnic ccmmuniﬁies. With the pr%dominance of Chinese emplcyers in many

& 24

urban areas, Chinesa women may have some edge in amplﬁyer preferemnce

(diSﬂriminatign) or language ability that makes a difference It is'a

- 8ize of Place of Residence

" There is a strong mnnotcnic effect of Size of Place of Residence om

ﬁ@défﬁ sector émplcymant as'oﬁé goes up the urban.hierarchy. It is not
quite as strong asradugat;on, but it is substantial, and is ﬁnl% slightly
iredgcéd as other variables aré controlled. _ Since there are more modern
sector e&plcyment opportunities évailable in the 13rges§{ﬂitiesg the

“r
i

results come as no surprise. Whether urban areas hreak the 'cake of .cus-
Egm'rcf belief. EH;E womén beloﬂg in the hcusehald is not directly Eesﬁable
with these data. However, the @bservstigﬁ ﬁhazrérbanigatién is an equally
pcwerful variable for all three Eghnlc cgm%unitiés— with quite different
cukﬁural values, suggests that urbanizatlaﬁ is a liberating force in!;ermé
of women's economig roles. |

ihg ethnic'i%FEEféﬁzials within cétegaf&es of Size of Elécé‘ﬂf Residence

N : - «

,are. really quite modest, and it would be difficult to support a hypothesis

o I

of differenfiel cultural values on women's roles on the basis of these

figures,

Marital/Family Status
The last independent variable, Marital/Family Status also has a

strong effect, although patterns vary considerably with controls for other

vaflab;eg and across ethnic communities. Being single is by £ the most
0y important life cycle status in determining whether a woman works in the

oo




modem secﬁgr. - The effaﬂt is reduced with tha other controls (probably
. <

due to jaint ass 'Qlatl@ﬂ of yoﬂng age with higher Educatlon), but 1t i
— )
Etill remains signifiﬁant: The modest distlngtlon between married with-

oqt childrény and-married with children, vifzually disappears with the
iﬁtroduzﬁian of the other variaﬁles.’_Pérhaps the expectation'that child-

ren will follow soon after marriage inh#bity the employmert of young

' married women. In contrast, the introduction of control variables raises

the strengﬁh of being forpesy married on modern sector employment.

The widest ethnif gap appeafs amgngrsingle wqméﬁﬁ Chimese unmarried
women are twenty percentage paints more likely to work in the modern
sector than their Halay and Indian counterparts (net of other variables).

If there is a strong eultural difference in ethnic norms, it may be on

. the propriety of single women working in the dern sector. aaa
: . N e
L]
Conclusions | o

How does the Malaysian data fit yi§h the theoretical ideas expressed
earlier, about Ehg relationship between soéice;an@mic developme;t and |
women's labor force participation. in.general; one might conclude that
the structural trends in Mala%éi;g so;iéty during the 1960s Seaé‘;o re-
ﬁle¢t the pgﬁtern oéysaaiDEE;nomic‘devélopménﬁ implicit in thésﬁsshapéd
curve of labor force partiéipaéiaﬂ. Overall there were gradual lncreases
in women's labor force p§rtiﬁipazian rates, which resulted f:ém a com-

!}Kbinatibn of declines in agfiggltural employmenﬁ and ‘sizeable grgwth’iﬁ
non-agricultural emplé§m3ﬁc, especially among younger women. ySince the
pattern is consistent w1th the growth of and direction of change in the

Malaysian economy -over the same period (Tgble 1), the modernization or

industrialization hypothesis appears to fit.
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trend analys}s.’ ral fesidence, lgw edud

o

- - - . . T
L . . . 5
TR

L;;‘Buﬁ laaking at the prncess in mhrerdeﬁéii‘

w.gn‘

ar ticulsrly ethnic

viriatians, Ethér patterns appear. Malay Emp;oyment iﬁ agricultura,

. . ~B
labor fDrEé activi' seem tc most élcsely fit the developmenzal m@dél-

definitely rule out zther ;W_;angtianag Ihé trends in Chinésé female-w

€ o f ]

o ethnic énmmunity in Eeniﬁsulaf Malaysia, ct inese

#aog

wle 2

dpp}artunities._ The mast dfamat;h: t:haﬁge during the 19605 was t?ie de—*

., i

kely g:aup to respa&d to cha iging sat#éeggnaﬁiz '

;line of labaf farge aztiviﬁieg of Ind#én wamen, entirely in’ ag:izultural

FT A B

Emplaymént, As the piaﬂtatign sectar diantEd itgelf af a substah ti 1

- ahafe af 1ts wgrkfarce, agricultural emplgymgnt rates Df rural lndian

¥ - ) -

is;uﬁﬁikelyfthag# :

[

. B ) o ¢ L. . ; | ;;‘ g r’ ;m con T :
ward trenda LOf QaufSE, no dévelaﬁméntal éxplanatiﬁﬁgis relevgvt here, -

!‘». . . ’

but ﬁather one must turn .to the changing strug;qré cflgiaﬂtatian agri-

By

culture. An inquiry into the factors behind these nhaTEas i; béygnd

the scope of this paper. But it should be ncted thkt slow averail

Ehangés may mask rather amgsing changes among sgb—groups of th; popula-

H N
tiom. - g > } . .
L : # .
NN : C o b

ThE'cfoés%saétianal analysié af Eociai Eackgroﬁnd-gharagter;st;gs

LI;Q%E#E

“and type Df emplaymgnt in 197@ streng ens Ehe inEerpretauiq

iy

ai;:l.cmg ané a mrried status

‘are the characteristics associated with em',ayment in agricultureg ba;h'

. . I ’ : - ' s gl
in the traditional and modern sectors. The opposite characteristics,

those slinked tosaconomic develapmentﬂ;suth as highéf education, : urban

T 2y

. &

=

fital att:it;an of WQEEEES'ESﬂ agcount for_this down-

wamgn were EUE by almost half.  Since this ocgurréd at all agé graups, it



L rESidents;;sﬂd'delsysd risgs are’ sssotistsd with smplsymsnt in the

u-rr-«.

Xt

msﬂsrn nsnssgritultutsl ssttsr. These findings tlssrly suggest thst ths

-
winds sf sstisl thsngs ‘are svidsnt snd wsmsn are rsspsnding to the .

Y] . : Cw

smsrging smplsymsnf oppoft&iitiss:\i We 'ngansbls to sort out the rsls— ‘i

®

‘tive “I.Ixflusnts o:E gtsstsr oppsrttmitiss,

: < L
# . and gfswing sstisl sttsptsnts of women warking, but we think thst sll

ihttssssd tsfssf srisntstisns,-

. s ’.'

are ptsbsbly intertwined in ths tsss of & tisl thsngs.

& . | e

Fsr ‘each ethnic tsmmunity, ,the gsnéfsl psttstn sf felstisnships

=1

hsld though there were diffsrsntss in absolute level g 1sy’msnt_

Within vsluss of sdu:stisn, fssidsncs, snd msritsl/fsmily ststus, the

diffsrentss bstwssn Mslsy snd Indisn smploymsnt in the modern sector ;

were minimsl._ But’ ,hinsss women hsvs highsf vsluss, sspscislly for
: E I RN B

v . RN L,

those with a sssssysry-sdutstisn ssdismosg sisgls women .

Ths intsrpts:stisn ‘of thsidiffstsnt ethnic levels of labor fo:ts

‘i:.r “~
-g"". ¥

activity, WhilﬁESOﬂiGEEDnémiE fscts ‘are held tonstsnt, is prsblsmstit.

Tt is tsmpting to interpret sll nst sthnit diffsrsntss as dus to cul-

tuts orisntstisssg. For iﬁstsnts, one might coﬁtluds that Malay tulture
or Indisﬁ culture. inhibits ths to;s of ysung singls women sutsids the
housshsld— relative to the modern culttrsl vsluss of ths Chinsse tommunity

While we cannot ignsrs the possibility of this intsfptststiaﬁ,—ws slss

51

note thst diffstsntisl sppsrtunitiss for smploymsnt msy still be’ an im- '?ﬁif

psrtsnt fsstor in sttsuntiug fsr sthnit’diffsrsntss, even 1f sducstisﬂsl
; wl i b *

and urbsn—rutsl vstistions are’held tonstsnt; M egver, Our lsngitudimsl

rf_a?.’

analysis suggssts thst there are common trends .across sthsit gtsupsf- ,
To. the extent that cultural values still affect women's economic roles,
they may be declining in importance as the similar socioeconomic condi-

tions affect all women.
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Vi,IgﬁiEiiiv'i'Grass ‘Domestic Ptaduct iy Industzial Qrigin, Peninsular
: - = . <" Malaysia, lBSD 1976 T e

ER N | 7 | ~ _ .Ti’

R

. A [ B . _
Industrial - ‘ GDPﬁlQED - -\&= GDP-= 1979 - ;;--"flgégfl97ﬂ
‘Origin T H$ . - OM§ . FA % Growth

| ;jagg;gﬁlfuré- S ﬁsg,éls 41 . §2,428 29 . a2l
Miaing: Ca01” 6 t. 548 < e

‘  Hagﬁfggtur;ng | i. ‘ 425 9 . 1,254 15 _ 195

3"_éag§érﬁ¢;;cﬁ R 149**'f7v3::§ o290 . 13;,‘- g5
.sééviaes - . T z;o%& 42 3,gézi.f 46 . - 85

. TOTAL'GDP - . - °$4,962 100 $8,352 100 68

i

1 In millions of current Malaysian $. There was ' minimal inflation in
Malaysia from~ 1960 to 1970, see Department of Statistics, Malaysia,
Consumer Price Index for West Malaysia (Kuala Lumpur: Department gf
Statistics, 1972).. - ;

L]
+

- Sources: Department of Statistigs, Malayaia, Natianal Agccunts of WEst
‘Malaysia, 1960-68, (Kuala Lumpur: Dépaftmént‘ﬁf Statisti;s, 1972): lﬁ

-The Treasury, Halaygia, Economic Rapart, l9?4—75 (Kuala Luﬁpur
Government Printer,=1974) vi-vii.-




";Chara:teriatics D

Iéblé 2. Sﬂﬁa Salécted Demcgraphie and Sacieeé{'*
N the Plural Society of -Peninsular Malaysi

E T Total - ; , | :
a;‘ ‘Population Malay Chinese Indian
! _ S _ _ - _ ’ ) . - _ B . _ 775 :

. ‘Population (000)® 8,810 * 4,672 3,131 936
“fithnic Composition® 5 100.0% . 53.0% . 35.5% ., 10.6%
% born ‘in Malaysia or Singapore®  89.9 98.1 "§2.8 - 75.0.

% in towns of 10,000 or more® 287 149, 474 . 34.7

g 4 df Papﬁlaticn, age .25 and over, % , _ . o S AN

who have completed primary ) ST EEET
schoolingP _ 72446 21.6 - 27.3° 28.1

% of Men in the Experiéncéd ‘Labor : s | S 2
Force in the. Agfi;ulzural . o ‘ S , .
SectorD R .t - 47,3 63.2 27.2 38.8

. ' . L L L A

. Infant Hartality'Rated | S 0.8 47.6 28.5  46.0
MEan ngaehold Ingameé (in M $ per 7 o S .

month) % 14$269  $179 $387 - $310

_'Saureeaz Department of Statistics, Malaysia, 1970 ngula:ian and Houging_
' . Census Of Malaysia: Age Distributions, by R. Chandet (Kuala Lumpur
Department of Statiatics,f1973) 93—97 _

1970 Pcpulation and Housing Censug ﬂf Mélaysia,r.QE-Samplé Tape. -

R EDepa:tment of Statistics, Malaysia, 1970 Pcpulatian and Haus ng.
. : . Census of Malaysgia: Community Groups, by R. Chandgr (Kuala Lumpur
Lo - Department of Statistics, 1972) 207—283 - .

dDepartmgnt uf Statisties, Malaysia, Vital Statiscics, 1972 (Kuala

N Lumpur Department of Statistics, 1974): 133.
v EMalaysia, Mid- Term Reviéﬁf;f the Second Malaysia Plan 1971—1975
o ':f(Kuala Lumpur " Government . Printer, 1973)
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‘ Table 3. Percentage of Wumeu Emplayed in Agricultural and Ngn=Agricu1tur'_ Befivities, | '
Ethnie Commmity; Peninaular Mglayaia, 1957 and 1910 L
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Table 4. Eercantage of Women, Age 15-64, Employéd in the Traditional and Modern,
‘ Sectors of Agriculture and Non-Agriculture by Sele::ted Social

TR - Charar:teristics Peninsular Malaysia, 1970

ST ] ' . PBe rcent;ga of Wg@gﬂ Employed in )

Independent Total i Agriculture . Ncm-Agric:ulture . Percent of
Variables - - Employed Traditional Modern  Traditional Modern All Women

. : . £l EY
- — - —— - — — — — —— -

Ethnic Community

Malay. 35 21 6’ 3 5 53
Chinese - ' 34 6 - 8 5. 15 , 36
Indian i3 - 2 24 1 o 7 10
Other’ : 39 23 1 3 12 1
_Educational Attainment ) ’
" None - . 38 19 1L 4 4 44
Primary (1-6) 7 32 11 9 4 8 41
- Yygwer Secondary (7-9) 18 . 2 2 2 12 6
LCE or Above (9+) 40 k1 1 2 35 9
Size of Place of Residence .
75,000 or more 27 ) 0 1 4 22 18
10,000 - 74,999 26 o 3 4 5 < ' 14 12
1,000 - 9,999 32 9 10 5 8 13
Less than 1,000 -~ .40 21 12 , 3 ' 4 57
Marital/Family Status \ .
Never Married . 37 T 7 . F 4 19 27
Married, No Children 34 ‘ 16 - 7 3 8 4
Married, With Children 32 15 - 3 5 59
" Formerly Married 38 18 8 5 7 10
All Women P 34 - 13 “ 9 ’ 3 9 100
‘(Sample Size) ) ' T (43,907)
: - L -
Notes: Traditional is measured by those whose emplaymant gtazus iz own account worker

or unpaid famlily worker.
Modern 1is measured by those whose Empl@}fméﬂt sﬁat:us is employee or employer.

Source: .02 Sample of the 1970 Population Census of P befiinsular Malaysia.

o | a N
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Table 5. Gross and Net Efféecfs of-Selected Social Characteristics on the Prcpa§;ion of
Women, Age 15-64 and Post-Enrolled, Empl ed in the Modermn. NcnsAgriQu ural

Sector, by Ethnic Community: Peninsular Malaysia, 1970

. Percentage of anan Emplgyed in the Haderﬁ Yaﬂ—Agficultural Sector
. Independent » Total Women ___Malay Chinese -~ .~ Indian
Variables ‘Gross ~ Net Gross | Ne;’ +* .Gross , Net . Gross - Net
— — = S ————— = < S £ N - = = X - l — :;7— 7?”—”—';77 .
. Educational Attainmehnt _ ’ ' W '
“None ! 5 7 2 3. .7 B - T
Primary - 9 8 - 5 4 . 14 13 . 5 5
Lower Secendary 19 13 12 8, 26 19 8 6
LCE or’Above / 51 44 . 43 " 38 61 53 38 34
. Eta/Beta : .38 . .30 .37 .32 40 .31 S .35 .30
,v \ i }
Size ‘of Pglaca of Residence . L o ( -
75,000 for more 24 20 21, 18 v, 26 , 23 16 - 13
10,000 74 999 15 14 12 11 17’ 16 11 - 10
1,000 —“EBPQBQ 10 10.° 8 7 - 9 11 - 8 8
Less ‘than ‘1,000 5 6 3 3 8 11 3 4
Eta/Beta | L2617 24 .7 L2114 21 .14
Harital/Fg;nily Status : i
Never Mgrried P 26 21 - 14 9 34 - 29 .13 C11
Married, No Childrem 9 g 5 5 14" 0 9 7
Married, With Childrén 5 7 3 4 8 9 5 5
Formerly Married 9 12 5 7 11 14 10 11
Eta/Beta .27 .19 .19 L1l .32 .25 ‘14 11
Total Variance o ‘ ' ‘ ‘ - i Co :
Explained (R2) ? | 21 18 - oA 1
(Sample Size) (35,208) (21,800) (14 839) (4,049)
. - . . ) ‘ - - L o
"Note:  The effdets o~ each indapendémt vafiabla, gross and net, are atatistit:ally
significant o :zhe .01 level. : Coe N {{f,}’
\9'* Fk . . : ,
Source: .02 Sample of the 1970 Census of Population Df Peninsular M,le; Slg(é i,‘i \, '
"
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